
Karl Tyler I1 
2301 112 NW 27th Street 
73107 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications commission 
445 12th seeet, Nw 
Washinpton, D.C. 20554 

Dear ChairmanMichael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and c o m w  of electronics and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent re fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-tc-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and I%&. 

Furthamore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the W~ndows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofkheshelf computer parts. 

Lftke move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer elecaonics and complaer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Karl Tyler 11 
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Eric J. Hawkins 
974 Breckmidge Lane #200 
Louisville, KY 40207 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th StreeL NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

k chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consmrs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
“broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for “Feded Computer Control” which is outside its 
proper role. It is m t  the FCC‘s place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computen. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and ”tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and wnstant 
innovation is what makes open-source s o h  able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and Q+4 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from iunovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consmrs  will be less mclined to invest in the equpment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

S i r e l y ,  

Eric J. Hawkins 
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Einar P a m  
Soelystgade 14.3 
DK8000Aarhus-Denmark 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washingtos D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed theiu opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. 

As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag will man I am unable to receive digital 
television broadcasts on my computer using American made products. 

Adoptq the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" an institution which 
will limit Americans in the software industry to cOmpete against foreign producers. 

I cannot comment on whether this is outside its proper role or not 

I do however believe that it is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer 
operating system that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

As stated above, adoption of the broadcast flag will hann innovation Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the sohare. Their conuibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans and people eleswhere on the planet have assumed that when television became digital, 
viewers would be able to do more with television programming. not less. 

Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are able to watch TV, consumers will 
be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television. Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to 
slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to watch digital television on a computer 
using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to promote the digital television transition by 
opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Best Regards 

Em Petersen, Denmark 

Sincerely, 

Einar Petersen 
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William Studley 
133 Baboosic Lake rd 
Memmack, NH 03054 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications commission 
445 12th snaq Nw 
Waslungton. D.C. 20554 

chairman bfiLhGkK-PUWGll, 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

A d o w  the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
propx role. It is not tht: FCCs place to effectively choose the software licmses or computer operating systems 
that consumers m u t  use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkered who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulaton and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers h m  innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television becam digital, viewers would be able to do mre with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television. 
Thmefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer wing opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

William Studley 
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Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
\Vadungron, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of United States consunws have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadma on their computers. 

Addiuonally, adoption ofthe broadcast flag will barm innovation. Many users of opensome software. are. 
computer pgrammers and"tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource propmmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most United Staters assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television pi-ogiauuning, iiot less Without innovative new piducts and fledility in the ways co11su~11c1's are 
able to watch TV, comumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast f i g .  

Sincerely, 

jon doe 
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David Roth 
3080 Broadway 
Brush412 
New York NY 10027 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washingtog D C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of h r i c a n  consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"lxoaclcast flag". I aul wiling LO joiu C~ICUL As a U J ~ I  oroprs.oruce sonwas, aclopion orthe biuackast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that coil~u~ilcis niut use in ordci to watch digital tclavisian LUoadca5t on tkh colilputc~~. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do moe with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways collsum~s are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these. reasons I urge you to 
p r o m e  the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

David Roth 
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David L. Tumer.MD 
7711 Forest Lane 
Suite C-420 
Dallas, lX 75230 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washlngtoq D.C. 20554 
445 12th street, Nw 

Dearchairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am witiq to j o k  thcn As - ~ - - S - J O C ~ O J  BO&-c, dcptian of tho bmndoo&lag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is ourside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
thnt OomUmBrs must use u1 order to wntch digital television broodcn3t M thcir cconputcrs. 

Add~tionally, adoption of the broadhst flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-ource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and wnstant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broakast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
d a t o r s  and demcddators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became dlgital. viewers would be able to do more with 

able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television. 
Thaefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adomon of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

David L. Twner.MD 

tolovision ptugr'Muning, not 1000. Without inuo\~ti\u, now produoto a d  flonibilityin tho \%ny-tun-o 
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Aimee Patrick 
3 100 Ewing Ave 
A h k M ,  CA 9 100 1 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Wadmgtoq D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Mchael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ouwaged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me &om watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing &om r 0 0 1 ~ 0 7 m m  and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermre. if computers cannot k l y  receive digital televisioq how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Aimee Pawick 
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TO Page l o l l  20051024 20 24 21 (GMT) 165061.31679 From 

Friday. October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I' I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumeffi of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network. buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and Computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Melissa McClure 
115 Countryside Dr 
Arlington, TX 76014 



To Page 1 of1 2003-1024 20 22 38 (GMT) 16506 181 678 From 

Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if Switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense wlth all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

To add to the prepared statement, I think it is unfair to punish people like myself that honor and respect 
Copyrights because some people do not I feel there are better ways to protect both honest CitiZenS and 
'hollywood' that don't infringe on established fair use laws 

Sincerely, 

Ken Cleary 
4017 Durham Rd 
Royal Oak, MI 48073 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chamnan Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commumcabons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital telewsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television eqmpment. That transition wdl be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if swtching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and i t s  allies to hnder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addibon, 1 am veryconcerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can mod&, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
mowe, send an email clip of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
eqmpment? A premer TV plcture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Russ Terry 
33503 Washington Drive 
Yucaipa, CA 92399 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VLA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable to  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and lessvaiuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece o f  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emall clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  t he  move t o  digital television does not make the public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

l e r r y  Stenberg 

Minneapolis, MN 55406 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

Dear Sirs, I really do agree with the following and believe it to be important to  the best of our American 
way. As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy telension. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living rwm. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remwe this control and f lenbi l i ty that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelllng reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a ot izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Chip Gaylor 
634 Oaklawn Avenue 
ChulaVista, CA 91910 



To Page1 d l  zW2-1024 201SSJ(GMT) 16506181878 From 

Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Charman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electromcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying dgital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if swtching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
display% and findmg room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addhon, I am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reamn do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast telewsion, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

MITCHELL MEYER 
705 SHEPARD ST 
San Pedro, CA 9073 1 



T O  Papel O i l  200b102420'1541(GMT) 1650118167s From 

Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restnct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution dlsplays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my livinq room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
tramition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to watch later; dip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my childs fmtbal l  game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
fnends apartment. The btoadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the mwe to digital television does not make the public's newing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dlspenre with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Finally, I urge you t o  stop granting continuances to  broadcasters (especially in rural states like North 
Dakota) that are not making the transition to digital television broadcasting. While much of the rest of 
the country i s  experiencing the benefits of digital television, these broadcasters are dragging their feet. 
Digital television prqlramrning wi l l  not catch on unless these stations are forced to  comply to the 
previously estaMished FCC deadlines. 

Sincerely, 

Don Kenning 
13054 Tagus Ave, Huthcinson 
Hutchinson, MN 55350 



To Page1 of1  ZOU3-1024 20 14 46 (OMTI 16506181679 From' 

Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new hlgh- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition by  making us buy special-purpose D l V  
devices that are more  expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small plece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relatlve; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the  public'sviewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier lV plcture Is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tony Liberatore 
249 Riverbrook Ave 
Lincroft, N I  07738 



2002-1024 20 13 06 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulahon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital televlsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
b i td  televlsion equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me aa a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean &scarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and sphce it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a h t a n t  relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag s e e m  designed to remove this control and flexibility that I en~oy. 

If the move to dlgital television does not make the pubhc's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposmg the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lori Gering 
16151 NW Fescue Ct. 
Pottland, OR 97229 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption o f  a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution dlsplays, and Rndlng room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy speaal-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcationr of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; dip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my childs fmtbal l  game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exating, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televislon, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

DTV i s  going to be expensive. Why should I spend money to  be less able to  enjoy TV on my schedule. I 
am a very busy person. I need to  be able to do time shifting, etc. Otherwise, I will stick with my 
DirecTV. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard G. Fehriner 
631 Road 11 5 
Sidney, NE 69162 



Patricia L. Peck 
931 1 hing St 
Westminster, CO 8003 I 

chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th strq Nw 
Washugton, D.C. 20554 

Dearchairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consunxr ofelemonics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communjcatians Cammission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ouoagedthat the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing *om rcom-to-rcom and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
so- on a plane. or inin, or to send a televisim clip of a high school football game to family and fiends. 

Furth-re, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect m t i v e  developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I havent even thought of! I vdue 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, oE-the-shelf computer parts. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitinp. what compelling reason do I have as a collsumer to buy new digital television equipoxnt? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason f o r m  to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipmnt. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerly. 

Paticia L. Peck 

watching digital 

sincerely, 

Patricia L. Peck 

1 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution dlsplays, and flnding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy speaal-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronlcs and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Newton 
660 N. Manning Ave 98 
Elon. NC 27244 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Charman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, W 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chrman  Powell, 

PLEASE DO NOT PASS THIS LEGISLATION. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer pducts ,  I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restnct the way I enjoy television. 

The &@tal televlsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buyng digital television eqmpment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am veryconcemed about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an ernail clip of my chdd's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play i t  at my fnend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove h s  
control and flexlhlity that I enjoy 

If the move to &@tal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and excihng, what compelling reamn do I have as a consumer to buy new digid 
eqmpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense w t h  all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televlsion, 1 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

PLEASE DO NOT PASS THIS LEGISLATION. 

Sincerely, 

Knsbn Thomdon 
11 11 Chamboard 
Houston, TX 77018 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy the Internet. computers, television, and radio 

Sincerely, 

Dan Wing 
222 Coffeeberry Drive, 
San Jose, CA 95123 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Charman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer producb, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulahon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital televuion hansition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital televlsion equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hnder  the transition 
by maltmg us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and sphce it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
chlld's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadeagt flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital televlsion does not make the pubhc's viewng experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, Michael R Steinbach 

Sincerely, 

Michael R. Steinbach 
2741 International Drive, Apt. 1722c 
Ypsilanti, MI 48197 
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Fnday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMLE 

Dear Chrman  Powell, 

I urge the Federal Communications Commission to vote against the adopon of a "broadcast flag." 
I am opposed to it I am gravely concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I 
enjoy television 

The digital television bansition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That bansition Will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my liwng rwm. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned abut the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can mod@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's foottall game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag Seems designed to remove this 
control and flexlbility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital televlsion does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexlble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a cihzen and consumer of broadcast televisio- I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Bob Marvin 
P.O. Box 1722 
Granbury, TX 76048 



Friday, October 24 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

Personal use copies must be protected. It 's the law! 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commlssion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The dlgital televlsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefik of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and itr allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relatlve; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transtion by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Vincent D'Amico 
13 Jackson Road 
Buriington, MA 01803 


